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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the Amendments and Arguments filed on 
02/17/2009. Claims 1, 3-10, 12-26 remain pending. The Applicants' amendment and 
remarks have been carefully considered, but they are not persuasive. 

2. All previous objections and rejections directed to the Applicant's disclosure and 
claims not discussed in this Office Action have been withdrawn by the Examiner. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
02/17/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Amendments and Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 02/1 7/2009 with respect to claims 1 , 3-1 0, and 1 2-26 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the reasons noted below. 

With regard to the Applicant's first argument, regarding the dynamic 
determination of contextual state, where the secondary reference of Hummel does not 
discuss the use of context, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. In Hummel, context is 
being utilized, where in col. 4, lines 3-8 and lines 20-22, contextual information is used 
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to determine how certain words are translated. The use of contextual information is 
evident in col. 7, lines 34-36 and lines 44-52, where the views of the entire token is 
utilize to determine whether a placeable exists. The context being used is the token 
information and character information (one character at a time) to distinguish and 
identify the contextual state (placeable type) and the entire expression for which the 
placeable exists for translation (see col. 7, lines 59-60, where the miles per hour and 
kilometers per hour are converted based on the identification.). Further, in col. 8, lines 
1-10, the language (noting it is a German) context is utilized in order to convert the 
placeable into the language that it is more suitable for based on past information (also 
context). Further, the Applicant states that the placeables are context free and points to 
col. 7, lines 54-55. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The fact that the placeables 
are not likely to vary by context does not make the placeables context free. This is the 
case as in the example provided above, where the placeable changes its number type 
based on language and changes type of placeable by the viewing of the entire token or 
each character. As mentioned above, the determination of each character and views of 
the entire token is dynamic since the next character or token part can cause the 
placeable not to be identified. The Applicant is reminded that the terminology of 
"contextual state" is given its broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the 
specification. Further, Hummel only states in col. 7, lines 54-56, that numbers and 
graphs may not vary by context but does not indicate that proper nouns vary do not vary 
with context. 
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With regard to the Applicant's second and third arguments, regarding the word 
"called" and the determination of context states in assembling expression, the Applicant 
is directed to the arguments presented above. Further, the Applicant's position that the 
examination of each character of a token to identify a placeable does not imply the use 
of context is respectfully traversed by the Examiner. The use of information of each 
character allows the placeable to be determined. The word context is defined according 
to Merriam Webster to be "the parts of a discourse that surround a word or passage and 
can throw light on its meaning" (see Merriam Webster Online). In the present case, the 
parts being the character information and surrounding text of the unidentified placeable 
allow the placeable to be determined. It is further noted that the Applicant has not 
provided a specific definition of the word "context" in order for it to be interpreted in 
another manner. 

With regards to the Applicant's arguments presented on page 12, the Applicant 
argues that the context being referred is relative to the entire document and not for a 
particular word. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with this assertion. Although the 
"entire information" of the context is denoted in Hummel, Hummel does not require that 
the context of the entire document be utilized, but rather the translation portion that has 
been designated. It would be obvious to one skilled in the art that such designation can 
be a word or multiple words. The Applicant has not provided any evidence that the 
context refers to an entire document and this document contains more than one word. 
Further, the applicant submits that the "context and environment" of Hummel allows the 
correct placeables to be determined based on language and is not based on a "dynamic 
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identification of context." The Examiner respectfully disagrees with this assertion. The 
adjustment of these measurements, for example, English into German, is determined 
based on context. In order for the proper placeable to be used, the language is taken 
into consideration. Although it is true that the placeable appears in a form that would 
make sense in that language in which it appears, thus further providing evidence that 
based on the language a different placeable would be used and thus is dynamic in 
nature based on the language and each character. 

With regards to the Applicant's arguments presented on page 14 (B and C), the 
Applicant argues that no determination of a contextual state is made and it is made 
dynamically. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with this assertion in view of the 
arguments presented above. 

With regards to the Applicant's arguments presented on page 15 (D), the 
Applicant argues that clarification is needed since it was not clear as to what was meant 
by "...the next token is viewed." What was meant was that the words within the token, 
as the token in Hummel contains more than one word, is used in order to determine the 
full placeable to be inserted. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claim 20 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the dictionary 
database module" in Iine20 should be "the dictionary database". Appropriate correction 
is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 1, 3-9 and 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claims 
appear to be directed to a software embodiment and not to a hardware embodiment, 
where a machine claim is directed towards a system, apparatus, or arrangement. The 
claim limitations, which are means plus function, appear to be directed towards a 
program as stated in the published application, paragraph [0032], where Figure 1 is a 
block diagram showing the claimed elements. The limitations present in the 
independent claims 1 and 20 pertain to modules, where it is reasonably evident to one 
skilled in the art that modules are nothing more than software or program components. 
Further, the dictionary database, as recited in the first paragraph of the limitation, is not 
a physical structure for the claim to be statutory since the dictionary database is an 
abstract component containing data (see Applicant's specification, [0035], dictionary 
database 24). Since, all of the claimed limitations pertain to program modules, the claim 
is directed to software and not hardware. Thus, the claims are directed towards non- 
statutory subject matter. The dependent claims fail to overcome the aforementioned 
rejection. Further, the claimed invention is to a "computer program" perse as recited in 
the preamble and as such is non-statutory subject matter. See MPEP 2106.01 [R-5]. 
Data structures not claimed as embodied in computer readable media are descriptive 
material perse and are not statutory because they are not capable of causing functional 
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change in the computer. See e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361, 31, USPQ2d at 1760 
(claim to a data structure perse held nonstatutory). Such claimed data structures do not 
define any structural and functional interrelationships between data and other claimed 
aspects of the invention, which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized. In 
contrast, a claimed computer readable medium encoded with a data structure defines 
structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure and the computer 
software and hardware components which permit the data structure's functionality to be 
realized, and is thus statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1, 3-10, 12-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alleva et al., Patent No. US 5,970,449 ("ALLEVA") in view of Hummel 
et al., Patent No. US 7,020,601 ("HUMMEL"). 

1 0. Regarding claim 1 , ALLEVA teaches a configurable formatting system for 
generating a desired representation of an expression within a word list ("a context-free 
grammar is applied to perform the text normalization", ALLEVA, column 2, lines 59-60), 
said system comprising: 
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(a) a dictionary database ("context-free grammar 40", ALLEVA, column 5, line 
26) for storing at least one category ("divided into three major sections ... '[spacing]', 
'[capitalization]', '[Rules]'", ALLEVA, column 5, lines 30-33), said category containing at 
least one word and at least one translation rule ("includes substitute text 54 that 
replaces the text that was output", ALLEVA, column 4, lines 56-57); 

(b) a configuration file coupled to the dictionary database containing at least one 
variant to the contents of at least one category of the dictionary database ("the text file 
may be merely edited", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 54-55), said variant to the contents of 
at least one category being used to overwrite the contents of said at least one category 
within said dictionary database ("the tree is revised accordingly by reading the contents 
from the edited text file altering the tree in a matching fashion", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 
58-60); 

(c) a working list module coupled to the dictionary database for reading a word 
from the word list ("words are stored within a text buffer 122 that is used by the text 
normalizer 38", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 4-5) and determining whether a word is 
associated with the expression by utilizing the categories of said dictionary database for 
said word ("processed by the text normalizer to determine whether there are any 
matching rules or not", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 6-7), said working list module being for: 

(i) inserting the word into a working list if the word is associated with the 
expression (see ALLEVA, FIG. 9, words are inserted into the processed buffer 124); 

(ii) processing the working list when the word is associated with the 
termination of the expression ("a rule will be applied when at least a complete rule has 
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been identified and no further portion of a rule can be applied", ALLEVA, column 7, lines 
52-54, see also column 8, lines 1-27 for an example); and 

(d) a formatting module coupled to the working list module for processing the 
words from the working list and generating the desired representation of the expression 
from the working list (see alleva, column 8, lines 1-27, FIG. 9, the text normalizer 38 
applies the rules). 

However, ALLEVA does not disclose dynamically identifying the contextual state 
of a word. 

In the same field of text normalization, HUMMEL teaches identifying the 
contextual state of a word (placeable determined based on context and environment, 
HUMMEL, column 4, lines 3-10 and see col. 4, lines 23-26, placeable is identified in 
order to facilitate subsequent handling and see col. 7, lines 25-31 , 44-51 , the 
determination of a date is determined using views of the entire token) (e.g. The said 
identifying is dynamic where each placeable is identified and converted based on 
determiner placeable type.) and determining whether a word is associated with the 
expression utilizing the contextual state (see col. 7, lines 44-51 , where state is 
determined by looking at the entire token. Further, in order to determine the type of 
conversion needed the next token is viewed, thus utilizing a context.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made check the context as taught by HUMMEL on the 
normalizations used by ALLEVA in order to improve the translation of data not requiring 



Application/Control Number: Page 10 

10/810,564 

Art Unit: 2626 

translation to provide a proper selection of the word (see HUMMEL col. 3, lines 12-16 
and lines 60-67) 

1 1 . Regarding claim 3, ALLEVA further teaches that the working list module is either 
in a NoCheck state or in a WordlnNumber state according to the following: 

(i) when working list is empty, working list module is in a NoCheck state (see 
ALLEVA, FIG. 7, node 100); 

(ii) working list module enters into a WordlnNumber state when the word being 
read is associated with the expression (see ALLEVA, FIG. 7, node 102); and 

(iii) working list module returns to the NoCheck state when the word being read is 
associated with the termination of the expression ("a rule will be applied when at least a 
complete rule has been identified and no further portion of a rule can be applied", 
ALLEVA, column 7, lines 52-54, see also ALLEVA, column 8, lines 1-27 for an 
example). 

12. Regarding claim 4, ALLEVA further teaches that said working list module is 
further determines whether a word is associated with the expression, by: 

(iv) determining whether the working list module is in the WordlnNumber state 
('the number rule 128 is applied to replace 'twenty' with '20'", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 
23-24); 
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(v) determining whether the working list module is in the NoCheck state and the 
word is a numeral ("the first word, 'five,' is processed ... there will be a match within the 
digit rule 126 for this word", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 5-8); and 

(vi) if either (iv) or (v) is true then determining that the word is associated with the 
expression (see ALLEVA, FIG. 9). 

1 3. Regarding claim 5, ALLEVA further teaches that the word is associated with the 
termination of an expression when the word is a punctuation character ("if a period is 
followed by a space, two spaces are to be substituted for the single space", ALLEVA, 
column 5, lines 49-52). 

14. Regarding claim 6, ALLEVA further teaches that the word is associated with the 
termination of an expression when the word is not present within any of the categories 
of the dictionary database ("before applying the rule, the text normalizer 38 looks at the 
next word 'chickens' as there is no rule that applies to the phrase 'five chickens,' the text 
normalizer 38 knows that it is done", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 8-11). 

1 5. Regarding claim 7, ALLEVA further teaches that said formatting module looks up 
the category associated with a word within the dictionary database (see ALLEVA, FIG. 
9, rules 126, 128, and 130). 



Application/Control Number: Page 12 

10/810,564 

Art Unit: 2626 

16. Regarding claim 8, ALLEVA further teaches that said formatting module formats 
the word according to the translation rule associated with the category associated with 
the word (see ALLEVA, FIG. 9). 

1 7. Regarding claim 9, ALLEVA further teaches that the category for the word is 
used to format the word in association with another word within working list ("the system 
seeks to apply the rule that will normalize the greatest length string within the text", 
ALLEVA, column 7, lines 48-49, see also column 8, lines 1 -27 for an example). 

18. Regarding claim 10, ALLEVA teaches a configurable formatting method for 
generating a representation of an expression within a recognized word list ("a context- 
free grammar is applied to perform the text normalization", ALLEVA, column 2, lines 59- 
60), said method comprising: 

(a) storing at least one category ("divided into three major sections ... '[spacing]', 
'[capitalization]', '[Rules]'", ALLEVA, column 5, lines 30-33) in a dictionary database 
("context-free grammar 40", ALLEVA, column 5, line 26), said category containing at 
least one word and at least one translation rule ("includes substitute text 54 that 
replaces the text that was output", ALLEVA, column 4, lines 56-57); 

(b) storing at least one variant to the contents of at least one category of the 
dictionary database in a configuration file ("the text file may be merely edited", ALLEVA, 
column 8, lines 54-55) and using the contents of at least one category to overwrite the 
contents of said at least one category within said dictionary database ("the tree is 
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revised accordingly by reading the contents from the edited text file altering the tree in a 
matching fashion", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 58-60); 

(c) reading a word from the word list ("words are stored within a text buffer 122 
that is used by the text normalizer 38", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 4-5) and determining 
whether the word is associated with the expression by utilizing the categories of said 
dictionary database ("processed by the text normalizer to determine whether there are 
any matching rules or not", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 6-7); 

(d) inserting the word into a working list if the word is associated with the 
expression (see ALLEVA, FIG. 9, words are inserted into the processed buffer 124); 

(e) processing the working list when a word is associated with the termination of 
the expression ("a rule will be applied when at least a complete rule has been identified 
and no further portion of a rule can be applied", ALLEVA, column 7, lines 52-54, see 
also ALLEVA, column 8, lines 1-27 for an example); and 

(f) formatting the words from the working list and generating the desired 
representation of the expression from the working list (see ALLEVA, column 8, lines 1- 
27, FIG. 9, the text normalizer 38 applies the rules). 

However, ALLEVA does not disclose dynamically identifying the contextual state 
of a word. 

In the same field of text normalization, HUMMEL teaches identifying the 
contextual state of a word (placeable determined based on context and environment, 
HUMMEL, column 4, lines 3-10 and see col. 4, lines 23-26, placeable is identified in 
order to facilitate subsequent handling and see col.7, lines 25-31 , 44-51 , the 
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determination of a date is determined using views of the entire token) (e.g. The said 
identifying is dynamic where each placeable is identified and converted based on 
determiner placeable type.) and determining whether a word is associated with the 
expression utilizing the contextual state (see col. 7, lines 44-51, where state is 
determined by looking at the entire token. Further, in order to determine the type of 
conversion needed the next token is viewed, thus utilizing a context.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made check the context as taught by HUMMEL on the 
normalizations used by ALLEVA in order to improve the translation of data not requiring 
translation to provide a proper selection of the word (see HUMMEL col. 3, lines 12-16 
and lines 60-67). 

1 9. Regarding claim 12, ALLEVA further teaches that (c) further comprises moving 
between a NoCheck state or in a WordlnNumber state according to the following: 

(i) when working list is empty, being in a NoCheck state (see FIG. 7, node 100); 

(ii) entering into a WordlnNumber state when the word being read is associated 
with the expression (see FIG. 7, node 102); and 

(iii) returning to the NoCheck state when the word being read is associated with 
the termination of the expression ("a rule will be applied when at least a complete rule 
has been identified and no further portion of a rule can be applied", column 7, lines 52- 
54, see also column 8, lines 1-27 for an example). 
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20. Regarding claim 13, ALLEVA further teaches that (c) further comprises: 

(iv) determining whether the working list module is in the WordlnNumber state 
('the number rule 128 is applied to replace 'twenty' with '20'", column 8, lines 23-24); 

(v) determining whether the working list module is in the NoCheck state and the 
word is a numeral ("the first word, 'five,' is processed ... there will be a match within the 
digit rule 1 26 for this word", column 8, lines 5-8); and 

(vi) if either (iv) or (v) is true then determining that the word is associated with the 
expression (see FIG. 9). 

21 . Regarding claim 14, ALLEVA further teaches that the word is associated with the 
termination of an expression when the word is a punctuation character ("if a period is 
followed by a space, two spaces are to be substituted for the single space", column 5, 
lines 49-52). 

22. Regarding claim 15, ALLEVA further teaches that the word is associated with the 
termination of an expression when the word is not present within any of the categories 
of the dictionary database ("before applying the rule, the text normalizer 38 looks at the 
next word 'chickens' as there is no rule that applies to the phrase 'five chickens,' the text 
normalizer 38 knows that it is done", column 8, lines 8-1 1 ). 
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23. Regarding claim 16, ALLEVA further teaches that (f) further comprises looking 
up the category associated with a word within the dictionary database (see FIG. 9, rules 
126, 128, and 130). 

24. Regarding claim 17, ALLEVA further teaches that the category associated with 
the word is used to format the word in association with another word within working list 
("the system seeks to apply the rule that will normalize the greatest length string within 
the text", column 7, lines 48-49, see also column 8, lines 1 -27 for an example). 

25. Regarding claim 18, HUMMEL further teaches that list module is further adapted 
to determine whether the working list module is in the WordlnNumber state or NoCheck 
state by utilizing a context indicia, where said context indicia tracks the contextual state 
of the working list module (see HUMMEL, column 7, lines 1-51, a series of rules defines 
the contextual state of the word) (e.g. The contextual state of the word is tracked by 
viewing the entire token for placeable type determination.). 

26. Regarding claim 19, HUMMEL further teaches that (c) further comprises 
determining whether the working list module is in the WordlnNumber state or NoCheck 
state by utilizing a context indicia, where said context indicia tracks the contextual state 
of the working list module (see HUMMEL, column 7, lines 1 -51 , a series of rules defines 
the contextual state of the word) (e.g. The contextual state of the word is tracked by 
viewing the entire token for placeable type determination.). 
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27. Regarding claim 20, ALLEVA teaches a configurable formatting system for 
generating a desired representation of an expression within a word list ("a context-free 
grammar is applied to perform the text normalization", ALLEVA, column 2, lines 59-60), 
said system comprising: 

(a) a dictionary database ("context-free grammar 40", ALLEVA, column 5, line 
26) for storing at least one category ("divided into three major sections ... '[spacing]', 
'[capitalization]', '[Rules]'", ALLEVA, column 5, lines 30-33), said category containing at 
least one word and at least one translation rule ("includes substitute text 54 that 
replaces the text that was output", ALLEVA, column 4, lines 56-57); 

(b) a configuration file coupled to the dictionary database containing at least one 
variant to the contents of at least one category of the dictionary database ("the text file 
may be merely edited", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 54-55), said variant to the contents of 
at least one category being used to overwrite the contents of said at least one category 
within said dictionary database ("the tree is revised accordingly by reading the contents 
from the edited text file altering the tree in a matching fashion", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 
58-60); 

(c) a working list module coupled to the dictionary database for reading a word 
from the word list ("words are stored within a text buffer 122 that is used by the text 
normalizer 38", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 4-5) and determining whether a word is 
associated with the expression by utilizing the categories of said dictionary database for 
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said word ("processed by the text normalizer to determine whether there are any 
matching rules or not", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 6-7), said working list module being for: 

(i) inserting the word into a working list if the word is associated with the 
expression (see ALLEVA, FIG. 9, words are inserted into the processed buffer 124); 

(ii) processing the working list when the word is associated with the 
termination of the expression ("a rule will be applied when at least a complete rule has 
been identified and no further portion of a rule can be applied", ALLEVA, column 7, lines 
52-54, see also column 8, lines 1-27 for an example); and 

(d) a formatting module coupled to the working list module for processing the 
words from the working list and generating the desired representation of the expression 
from the working list (see ALLEVA column 8, lines 1-27, FIG. 9, the text normalizer 38 
applies the rules) said formatting module is adapted to look up the category associated 
with a word within the dictionary database (see ALLEVA, FIG. 9, rules 126, 128, and 
130). 

However, ALLEVA does not disclose dynamically identifying the contextual state 
of a word. 

In the same field of text normalization, HUMMEL teaches identifying the 
contextual state of a word (placeable determined based on context and environment, 
HUMMEL, column 4, lines 3-10 and see col. 4, lines 23-26, placeable is identified in 
order to facilitate subsequent handling and see col.7, lines 25-31 , 44-51 , the 
determination of a date is determined using views of the entire token) (e.g. The said 
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identifying is dynamic where each placeable is identified and converted based on 
determiner placeable type.) and determining whether a word is associated with the 
expression utilizing the contextual state (see col. 7, lines 44-51, where state is 
determined by looking at the entire token. Further, in order to determine the type of 
conversion needed the next token is viewed, thus utilizing a context.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made check the context as taught by HUMMEL on the 
normalizations used by ALLEVA in order to improve the translation of data not requiring 
translation to provide a proper selection of the word (see HUMMEL col. 3, lines 12-16 
and lines 60-67). 

28. Regarding claim 21 , ALLEVA further teaches that the category associated with 
the word is used to format the word in association with another word within working list 
("the system seeks to apply the rule that will normalize the greatest length string within 
the text", column 7, lines 48-49, see also column 8, lines 1 -27 for an example). 

29. Regarding claim 22, ALLEVA further teaches that the working list module is 
either in a NoCheck state or in a WordlnNumber state according to the following: 

(i) when working list is empty, working list module is in a NoCheck state (see 
ALLEVA, FIG. 7, node 100); 

(ii) working list module enters into a WordlnNumber state when the word being 
read is associated with the expression (see ALLEVA, FIG. 7, node 102); and 

(iii) working list module returns to the NoCheck state when the word being read is 
associated with the termination of the expression ("a rule will be applied when at least a 
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complete rule has been identified and no further portion of a rule can be applied", 
ALLEVA, column 7, lines 52-54, see also ALLEVA, column 8, lines 1-27 for an 
example). 

30. Regarding claim 23, ALLEVA further teaches that said working list module is 
further determines whether a word is associated with the expression, by: 

(iv) determining whether the working list module is in the WordlnNumber state ('the 
number rule 128 is applied to replace 'twenty' with '20'", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 23- 
24); 

(v) determining whether the working list module is in the NoCheck state and the 
word is a numeral ("the first word, 'five,' is processed ... there will be a match within the 
digit rule 126 for this word", ALLEVA, column 8, lines 5-8); and 

(vi) if either (iv) or (v) is true then determining that the word is associated with the 
expression (see ALLEVA, FIG. 9). 

31 . Regarding claim 24, ALLEVA further teaches that the word is associated with the 
termination of an expression when the word is a punctuation character ("if a period is 
followed by a space, two spaces are to be substituted for the single space", column 5, 
lines 49-52). 

32. Regarding claim 25, ALLEVA further teaches that the word is associated with the 
termination of an expression when the word is not present within any of the categories 
of the dictionary database ("before applying the rule, the text normalizer 38 looks at the 
next word 'chickens' as there is no rule that applies to the phrase 'five chickens,' the text 
normalizer 38 knows that it is done", column 8, lines 8-1 1 ). 
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33. Regarding claim 26, HUMMEL further teaches that (c) further comprises 
determining whether the working list module is in the WordlnNumber state or NoCheck 
state by utilizing a context indicia, where said context indicia tracks the contextual state 
of the working list module (see HUMMEL, column 7, lines 1 -51 , a series of rules defines 
the contextual state of the word) (e.g. The contextual state of the word is tracked by 
viewing the entire token for placeable type determination.). 



Conclusion 

34. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kalyanswamy (US 5,761 ,640) is cited to disclose a name and address processor. 
Ulicny et al. (US 6,490,549) is cited to disclose automatic orthographic transformation of 
a text stream. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PARAS SHAH whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1650. The examiner can normally be reached on MON.-THURS. 7:00a. m.-4:00p.m. 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on (571)272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/David R Hudspeth/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2626 

/Paras Shah/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2626 
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